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DETAILED ACTION 



Preliminary Note 

1 . The previous Examiner of record, Vivek Srivastava, is no longer assigned to this 
application. Another Examiner, Michael Hoye, has now been assigned to this application and 
the current contact information is provided at the end of this Office Action. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicants' remarks/arguments with respect to claims 1-6, 8-23, 25-33 and 56-1 16 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection as presented below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-6, 8-11, 16-23, 25-28, 33, 57-68, 71-83 and 88 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Goode et al (USPN 6,166,730). 

Regarding claims 1, 3, 5, 6, 17, 18, 20, 22 and 23, Goode discloses a video on demand 
system in which a user can pause a video program from one set-top box and resume the video 
from another set-top box per a user request from the point at which the program was paused. 
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Goode discloses providing multimedia programming including audio, video, graphics and like on 
an on-demand basis (see col. 2, line 64 - col 3, line 5). A video session manager (VSM) 106 
(Fig. 1) located upstream from the user manages an on-demand session by receiving commands 
from the user, including pause, for interrupting the transmitted stream (see col. 5, lines 30-45). 
Once a user indicates a desire to pause a program, the pause command is transmitted to the VSM 
to interrupt transmission of the program stream. The VSM bookmarks the location of the pause 
or freeze command (see col. 19, lines 5-42). In addition to, regarding the claimed, "configured 
to record the media-on-demand program when the request to freeze delivery is received from the 
first user equipment" (see claim 1), or in a similar manner, the claimed, "recording the media-on- 
demand program on a remote media-on-demand server when the request to freeze delivery is 
received from the first user equipment" (see claim 18), the Goode reference further meets these 
claimed limitations as described above in col. 19, lines 5-42, where when the first user selects a 
stop or pause on the remote control the program is recorded or stored in the video server and may 
be accessed through the menu selection "Active Programs/Saved Movies" that list previously 
stored movies. A user can resume playing of the on-demand session from the paused location on 
another set-top by sending a command to the VSM to resume playing of the on-demand session 
(see col. 19, lines 5-42), the bookmarked position is retrieved, and playing of the on-demand 
program is resumed. Furthermore, as described in col. 19, lines 5-42 of Goode et al the user has 
the option of relocating to another set top box and freezing or stopping the delivery of the media- 
on-demand program while relocating from one set top box to another or second set top box. 

Regarding claims 2, 16, 19 and 33, Goode discloses the paused position is bookmarked in 
a memory location specific to the user (see col. 19, lines 18-43). Necessarily, the remote on 
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demand server is configured to save the point at which the media-on demand program was 
frozen (user specific data) to the user-specific storage space on the remote media-on-demand 
server. It is further noted that a plurality of user's can use the system thus remote media-on 
demand server includes user-allocated storage space portioned for different users to store user- 
specific data. 

Regarding claims 4 and 21, Goode discloses providing/displaying a title screen menu for 
selecting a previously paused program to resume the program by requesting and transmitting a 
resume command to the VSM (see col. 19, lines 18-38). 

Regarding claim 8, Goode discloses that the media-demand presentation is resumed on 
the second user equipment when the remote media-on-delivery server retrieves the beginning of 
the recorded media-on-demand program and plays the media-on-demand program from the 
beginning of the media-n-demand program on the second user equipment (see col. 19, lines 18- 
42). 

Regarding claims 9, 26, 27 and 56, Goode discloses a user can input a PIN or personal 
identification information and log in to the system (see col. 5, lines 10-15, also see col. 19, lines 
5-42). 

Regarding claims 10, 1 1 and 28, Goode discloses a user inputs a PIN to start an on- 
demand session (see col. 5, lines 10-15). Once a user is logged in to a session, the user can freeze 
or pause the delivery of the on-demand stream and resume delivery from another set-top (see col. 
19, lines 18-43). 
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Regarding claim 25, Goode discloses a user can pause or stop a program from a first set- 
top, make a payment and view the same program from a second set-top from the beginning (see 
col. 17, lines 32-55) and thus discloses the claimed limitation. 

Regarding claim 57, the claim is rejected based on the rejection of claims 1 and 3. 

Regarding claims 58-68 and 71-72, the claims are rejected based on the rejection of 
claims 2, 4-6, 1, 8-1 1 and 16-17, respectively. 

Regarding claim 73, the claim is rejected based on the rejection of claims 18 and 20. 

Regarding claims 74-83 and 88, the claims are rejected based on the rejection of claims 
19, 21-23, 18, 25, 56, 26-28 and 33, respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 12-13, 29-30, 67-68 and 84-85 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goode et al (USPN 6,166,730), in view of Ludwig et al (USPN 6,816,904). 

Regarding claims 12-13, 29-30, 67-68 and 84-85, Goode discloses an login option (PIN) 
but fails to disclose the claimed providing the user with an opportunity to log out of the system 
from the first user equipment and providing the user with an opportunity to log out comprises 
displaying an display screen that includes a logout option. Ludwig et al teaches a video-on- 
demand system, which includes the use of "login" and "logout" security features (see col. 20, 
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line 63 - col. 21 , line 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to have combined the Goode et al reference with the additional 
teachings of the Ludwig et al reference, which includes a feature for logging out of a session for 
the advantage of providing a more secure system by ensuring others cannot access a user's 
session. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been led to include the claimed limitations 
for the benefit or ensuring others do not access a users on-demand session thereby providing a 
more secure system. 

7. Claims 14, 31, 69, and 86 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Goode et al (USPN 6, 1 66,730), in view of Sull et al (US 2002/00692 18). 

Regarding claims 14, 31, 69 and 86, Goode discloses a media on-demand server, but fails 
to disclose providing the user with an opportunity to request to freeze delivery in response to the 
logout option being selected. Sull et al teaches a video-on-demand system where a subscriber 
can stop or freeze a delivery in response to a log out option being selected (see ^ [0013]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the 
teachings of the Goode et al reference with the additional teachings of Sull, which discloses a 
video-on-demand system where a subscriber can request to freeze delivery in response to the 
logout option being selected, for the advantage of enabling a user to return directly to the point a 
media program was frozen or stopped due to logging out of the system without having to go 
through a time-consuming playback of the multimedia file from the beginning. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been led to make such a modification for the benefit described above. 
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8. Claims 15, 32, 70 and 87 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Goode et al (USPN 6,166,730), in view of Abecassis (USPN 5,610,653). 

Regarding claims 15, 32, 70 and 87, Goode discloses a media on-demand server, but fails 
to disclose uploading a user's personal media from the first user equipment to the remote media- 
on demand server. Abecassis teaches a video-on-demand system where a subscriber can both 
upload and download video (see col. 34, lines 36-41). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the teachings of the Goode et al reference with 
the additional teachings of Abecassis, which discloses a video-on-demand system where a 
subscriber can both upload and download video, for the advantage of enabling other users or 
subscribers to access the personal media per request. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been led to make such a modification for the benefit of sharing a user's personal media with 
others interested in accessing or viewing the personal media. 

9. Claims 89-99 and 101-103 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Goode et al (USPN 6,166,730), in view of Ludwig et al (USPN 6,816,904), in further view 
of Sull et al (US 2002/0069218). 

Regarding claim 89, the claim is rejected based on the rejection of claims 1, 12-13 and 14 
as described above. 

Regarding claims 90-99 and 101-102, the claims are rejected based on the rejection of 
claims 2-6, 1,8-11 and 16-17, respectively. 

Regarding claim 103, the claim is rejected based on the rejection of claims 18, 29-30 and 
31 as described above. 
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Regarding claims 104-1 14 and 116, the claims are rejected based on the rejection of 
claims 19-23, 18, 25, 56, 26-28 and 33, respectively. 



10. Claims 100 and 1 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Goode et al (USPN 6,166,730), in view of Ludwig et al (USPN 6,816,904), in further view of 
Sull et al (US 2002/0069218), in further view of Abecassis (USPN 5,610,653). 

Regarding claim 100, the claim is rejected based on the rejection of claims 89 and 15, as 
described above. 

Regarding claim 115, the claim is rejected based on the rejection of claims 103 and 32, as 
described above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael W. Hoye whose telephone number is 571-272-7346. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:30 AM to 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller, can be reached at 571-272-7353. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) as 
follows: 

Mail Stop 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Except correspondence for Maintenance Fee payments, Deposit Account Replenishments 
(see 1.25(c)(4)), and Licensing and Review (see 37 CFR 5.1(c) and 5.2(c)), please address 
correspondence to be delivered by other delivery services (Federal Express (Fed Ex), UPS, DHL, 
Laser, Action, Purolater, etc.) as follows: 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Some correspondence may be submitted electronically. See the Office's Internet Web site 
http://www.uspto.gov for additional information. 

Or faxed to: 571-273-8300 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to the Customer Service Window at 
the address listed above. 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to customer service whose telephone number is 571-272-2600. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Michael W. Hoye 
February 20, 2007 




^ JOHN MILLER 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



